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Response To Amendment 
Claim Status 

1. Amended claims 1-7 and 9-21 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. Amended claims 1, 3-6, 9-13 and 15-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nellhaus (US pat. #5,845,264) in view of Linday et al. (US 2004/0100380A1). 

1) Regarding claim 1, Nellhaus discloses: 

a) A method for coordinating a suitability of using objects together, comprising the steps 
of: reading information from a first object to be used by an individual (58, 66 of Fig. 3A); 
retrieving data associated with the object (66, 100 of Fig. 3A); reading information from at least 
a second object to be used by an individual (72 of Fig. 3 A); retrieving data associated with at 
least the second object (66, 100 of Fig. 3A); applying rules indicating the suitabiUty of using the 
first object with at least the second object (col. 5, line 61 to col. 6, line 5 and inherent from 74, 
402 of Fig. 3B); . . 

except: b) the claimed wherein at least some of the rules that are appUed to indicate 
suitability are customized by the individual who will use the first and second objects. 

Nellhaus discloses monitoring and coordinating suitability of using objects such as 
medication together. In the same art, Lindsay et al. teaches monitoring and coordinating 
suitabiUty of using objects such as foods and/or medication together using rules/profile settings 
(page 8, claim 29; [0051]) that are customizable ([0013]). 

In view of the teachings by Nellhaus and Lindsay et al., it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed invention to allow customization of the 
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rules such as taught by Lindsay et al. in a system/method such as taught by Nellhaus by the user 
individual, for individuals who are adults who deem themselves responsible enough to take on 
such responsibility of tracking food and/or medication coordination to prevent adverse 
interactions or other health risks so that any changes or updates to the rules can be more 
promptly addressed personally. 

2) Regarding claim 3, Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. render obvious all of the claimed 
subject matter as in claim 1, including: the claimed wherein the first object and at least the 
second object are drug containers (Fig. 2 and col 3, lines 12-21 of Nellhaus whereby a gel cap 
medication form comprises medication inside the gel cap container) or food items (Lindsay et 
al). 

For the embodiment of food items: it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the claimed invention that since interaction between some foods and/or 
between foods and drugs can also adversely effect the individual's health as do interaction 
between drugs/medication as taught by Lindsay et al., a system/method of Nellhaus and Lindsay 
et al applies just as well for monitoring and coordinating food items and/or medication/drugs. 

3) Regarding claim 4, Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. render obvious all of the claimed 
subject matter as in claim 1, including: the claimed wherein the steps of reading information 
fi"om the first object and fi-om at least the second object comprises reading information fi-om a 
barcode on a label associated with at least one among the first object and at least the second 
object (42 of Fig. 2 of Nellhaus). 

4) Regarding claim 5, Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. render obvious the method of claim 1, 
including the claimed wherein the steps of reading information firom the first object and fi*om at 
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least the second object comprises wirelessly reading information from a radio frequency 
identifier tag (RFID) associated with at least one among the first object and at least the second 
object (14 and figures of Lindsay et al.) 

While Nellhaus uses barcode identifiers, Lindsay et al. teaches the known altemative use 
RFID tags and readers/scanners. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the claimed invention that an RFID tag can altematively to be used in place of the bar 
code identifier tag in Nellhaus as taught by Lindsay et al. for the advantage that RFID tag 
reading does not require direct line-of-sight as required by bard-code tags and readers. 

5) Regarding claim 6, Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. render obvious all of the claimed 
subject matter as in claim 1, except the claimed wherein the steps of retrieving data for the first 
object and retrieving data for at least the second object comprises retrieving data from a remote 
server via a wireless network connection. 

Nellhaus discloses retrieving data for the first object and retrieving data for at least the 
second object comprises retrieving data from database 100 and 402 (Figs. 3A-3B), and that when 
used as a portable xmit, data may be reduced as a result of the database*s memory limitations (col. 
6, lines 11-16). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
claimed invention to implement such database in the form of a remote server with a wireless 
network connection as a shared, centralized database large enough to provide all the data desired 
and necessary for the intended fimctions for multiple users to reduce cost for a system of users 
while not having to contend with reduced data availabiUty in Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. 

6) Claim 9: Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. renders obvious all of the claimed subject matter 
as in the consideration of claims 1 & 6, including: the claimed tag (42 of Fig. 2 of Nellhaus) on 
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a first object to be used by an individual (40 of Fig. 2 and 58, 66 of Fig. 3A of Nellhause); a tag 
(42 of Fig. 2 of Nellhaus) on at least a second object to be used by the individual (72 of Fig. 3 A 
of Nellhaus); and a portable communication device (col. 6, line 1 1 of Nellhaus and consideration 
of claim 6) having a processor programmed to: read information fi*om the tag on the first object 
and firom the tag on at least the second object; retrieve data associated with the first object and at 
least the second object; retrieve rules relating to the use of the first object and at least the second 
object; apply said rules to the use of the first object and at least the second object (consideration 
of claim 1); and provide feedback to the individual (76, 79 of Fig. 3B of Nellhaus). 

7) Claim 10: Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. render obvious all of the claimed subject matter 
obvious as in claim 9, including wherein the portable communication device fiirther comprises a 
bar code scanning device (12 of Nellhaus) for scanning bar codes on at least one among the first 
object and the second object. 

8) Regarding claim 1 1, Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. render obvious all of the claimed 
subject matter as in claim 9, wherein the claimed "tag on the first object and the tag on at least 
the second object are radio fi-equency identification tags and the portable communication device 
fiirther comprises a transceiver for reading information wirelessly firom the radio firequency 
identification tags" is met by the consideration of claim 5 by Lindsay et al. 

9) Claim 12: Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. render obvious all of the claimed subject matter 
obvious as in claim 9, wherein the claimed fiirther comprising a connection to a remote server 
containing at least one among a database having the data associated with the first object and at 
least the second object and a database containing the rules relating to the use of the first object 
and at least the second object is met by the consideration of claim 6. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/678,487 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2612 

10) Claim 13: Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in 9, wherein: 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed 
invention that customization of the rules by the individual whereby the rules are in the form of 
profile settings in the portable communication device in Nellhuas and Lindsay et al., i.e. in 
program setting form, can be done by a rule editor program via communication with a computing 
device having such capability, and furthermore to specifically implement such rules 
customization using such editor program via the computing device in Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. 
when the portable device itself does not have the customization capability onboard or as a 
convenience when customization rules are aheady or more readily available fi-om the computing 
device. 

11) Claim 15: Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in claim 9, plus the consideration of claim 3. 

12) Claim 16: Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in claim 9, including: 

-the claimed drug coordination system of first and second drugs for rule analysis of the 
suitability of using the drugs together (Fig. 3B of Nellhaus). 

13) Claim 17: Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in the consideration of claim 15. 

14) Claim 18: Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in claim 17, plus the consideration of claim 10. 

15) Claim 19: Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. render obvious all of the claimed subject 
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matter as in claim 17, plus the consideration of claim 12. 

16) Claim 20: Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in the consideration of claim 17, wherein: 

Nellhaus discloses retrieving data for the first object and retrieving data for at least the 
second object comprises retrieving data from database 100 and 402 (Figs. 3A-3B), and that when 
used as a portable unit, data may be reduced as a resuU of the database's memory limitations (col. 
6, lines 11-16). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
claimed invention to implement such database in the form of a remote server with a wireless 
network connection as a shared, centraUzed database large enough to provide all the data and 
rules desired and necessary for the intended functions for multiple users for determining match to 
reduce cost for a system of users while not having to contend with reduced data availability in 
Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. 

17) Claim 21: Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in claim 17, including: 

-the claimed display feedback (76 in Fig. 3B of Nellhaus). 
3. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nellhaus in view 
of Mosher, Jr. et al. (US pat. #5,979,941) and Tawil (US pat. #6,036,064). 

1) Regarding claim 2, Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. render obvious the method of claim 1, 
except the claimed wherein the first object and at least the second object are articles of clothing. 

Nellhaus discloses scanning barcodes of 2 drugs into the computer system to determine an 
interaction relationship between the 2 drugs by looking up information in a database using the 2 
barcodes; Lindsay et al. teaches interaction between 2 objects can be between 2 food items or 
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food item(s) with medication. Mosher, Jr. et al. teaches applying barcode or RFK) labels to 2 
objects in order to determine nexus between the 2 objects in which such nexus can be any kind of 
relationship and the 2 objects can be any kind of objects (col. 1, lines 57 to col. 2, line 20; coL 4, 
lines 28-35 & 45-50; and col. 6,lines 33-48), while Tawil teaches the known appUcation of 
barcode tags on articles of clothing to identify matching pieces that belong together, i.e. 
coordination or relationship (col. 1, lines 60-66). 

In view of the teachings by Nellhaus, Lindsay et al, Mosher, Jr. et al. and Tawil, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed invention that the 
system of Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. can be appUed to objects other than medicine and/or food 
items according to Mosher, Jr. et al., and specifically can be applied to coordinating a suitability 
of using first and second articles of clothing as taught by Tawil by simply specifying the nexus 
particular to clothing article coordination in the database and software according to such 
intended use. 

4. Claims 7 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nellhaus 
in view of Lindsay et al, Mosher, Jr. et al., Tawil and Tubbs et al. (US pat. #5,967,562). 

1) Regarding claim 7, Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in claim 1, plus the consideration of claim 2 further in view of Mosher, Jr. et al. and 
Tawil: 

While Nellhaus teaches using a computer software and database to apply rules to determine 
whether 2 objects match rule criteria, Tubbs et al. fiuther teaches the know use of rules in 
specifically establishing/determining the matching of clothing/fashion (e.g. criteria/rule based on 
style, color family and color contrasting intensity disclosed in the Abstract and specification). 
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In view of the teachings by Nellhaus, Lindsay et al., Mosher, Jr. et al., Tawil and Tubbs et 
al., it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed 
invention to use and apply fashion rules such as taught by Tubbs et al. in a system such as taught 
by Nellhaus, Lindsay et al, Mosher, Jr. et al. and Tawil when determining clothing matches. 

2) Regarding claim 14, Nellhaus and Lindsay et al. render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in claim 9, plus the consideration of claim 7 further in view of Mosher, Jr. et al., Tawil 
and Tubbs et al. 

Response To Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 5/5/06 regarding amended claims 1-7 and 9-21 are not 
deemed persuasive. 

Applicants arguments are directed to the claimed invention as amended (the inclusion of the 
customization of the rules by the user individual). The amended claims have been rejected xmder 
new groxmds of rejection using the additional reference of Lindsay et al. (see above rejection for 
detail.) Therefore, AppUcant's arguments are mood in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
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will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier conmiunications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin C. Lee whose telephone number is (571) 272-2963. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon -Th 9:00Am-5:30Pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are xmsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel Wu can be reached on (571) 272-2964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this apphcation or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Benjamin CjflLee 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2632 
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